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in neither of these cases was the transfer, as to the preferential character of 
which the creditor was ignorant, made with intent to defraud. The dis- 
senting opinion in the present case holds that where there is any fraud 
on the part of the debtor, section 67c should govern, whether the transfer 
be to a creditor or not, on the ground that only thus can the purpose of the 
act to protect creditors be preserved. The weight of authority seems to 
support this view. In re Steininger Co., 107 Fed. 669; In re Jones, 9 Am. 
B. R. 262 ; In re McLane, 3 Am. B. R. 245, and note. 

Bankruptcy — Property Exempt under Section 6 of Bankruptcy Act. 
— Page v. Edmonds, 9 Am. B. R. 277, U. S. Sup. Ct., Jan., 1903. — The Penn- 
sylvania Insolvent Law (Pa. Laws 72) provides that "every insolvent shall 
be entitled to retain all such articles as may by law be exempted from levy 
and sale upon execution," and the Supreme Court of that State had decided 
that a seat in a stock exchange is not property subject to levy and sale 
under an execution. Held, that where such decisions are mere definitions 
of property and do not rest upon any interpretation of a State exemption 
law, such seat and its proceeds are not exempt under section 6 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act. 

This decision of the Supreme Court is important in defining the scope 
of section 6 of the Bankruptcy Act, which retains the exemptions prescribed 
by the various State insolvency laws. It decides in effect that under this 
section only such property is included as exempt, as shall be exempted 
either expressly by such State insolvency laws or in the interpretation of 
such laws. Where, as in the present case, the exemption is merely in- 
cidental, as a result of a declaration of general law as to the character of 
property, the conclusion is not binding upon the Federal court. 

Carriers — Ejection of Passenger — Duty to Pay Fare to Prevent 
Wrongful Ejection. — Pennsylvania Co. v. Lenhart, 120 Fed. 61. — The 
holder of a mileage book, requiring presentation at the ticket office for a 
mileage exchange ticket, presented his book to the agent. The agent was 
not supplied with such tickets but promised to explain to the conductor. 
The conductor refused to give the passenger an exchange ticket and ejected 
him from the train. Held, that he was not required to pay his fare and 
sue for its recovery. 

Many authorities hold that the ticket presented by the passenger is 
conclusive evidence of the extent of his rights, as between him and the 
conductor, and when by its terms it does not entitle him to passage, although 
the fault may be that of the railroad company, it is his duty to pay fare 
and seek his remedy for the breach of contract. Hall v. Ry. Co., 15 Fed. 57; 
Mosher v. St. Leonis, etc., Co., 17 Fed. 880; Ry. Co. v. Stocksdale, 83 Md. 
245 ; Woods v. Ry. Co., 48 Mo. App. 125. Others hold that if the purchaser 
of a ticket performs all the stipulations of the contract on his part, or offers 
to do so, the company is bound to honor the ticket when duly presented, 
notwithstanding any mistake or omission by its agents. Trice v. Ry. Co., 
40 W. Va. 271; Head v. Georgia, etc., Co., 79 Ga. 358; Ry. Co. v. Pamson, 
70 Fed. 585; Ry. Co. v. Winter, 143 U. S. 60. The modern tendency is 
toward the latter view. 



